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Summary. Dose-effect relations and, specifically, cell survival curves are surveyed with emphasis on the interplay of 
the random factors - biological variability, stochastic rea tion of the cell, and the statistics of energy deposition 
that co-determine their shape. The global parameters mean inactivation dose, IS), and coefficient of variance, V, 
represent this interplay better than conventional parameters. Mechanisms such as lesion interaction, misrepair, repair 
overload, or repair depletion have been invoked to explain sigmoid dose dependencies, but these notions are partly 
synonymous and are largely undistinguishable on the basis of observed ose dependencies. All dose dependencies 
reflect, to varying degree, the microdosimetric fluctuations of energy deposition, and these have certain implications, 
e.g. the linearity of the dose dependence at small doses, that apply regardless of unresolved molecular mechanisms 
of cellular radiation action. 
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1 Parameters of the dose-effect relation 
The topic of dose-effect relations encompasses nearly all 
aspects of radiation biology and it is addressed in most 
of the contributions to this review. The following treat- 
ment focuses primarily on the mathematical representa- 
tion of cell-survival curves, but some of the consider- 
ations apply equally to ther dose-effect relations and to 
the general problem of models and mechanisms. For a 
survey of experimental data the reader is referred to a 
subsequent chapter (Alper and Cramp 1) and to the 
monograph of Elkind and Whitmore 11 
1.1 Random factors in the survival curve 
When cells are exposed to cytotoxic agents, one obtains 
dose dependencies that deviate appreciably from a step 
function, and this departure from the simple threshold 
dependence can reflect biological variability, i.e., differ- 
ences in the sensitivity of the exposed cells. The deriva- 
tive, s (D), of the normalized survival probability, S(D), 
is then the differential distribution of the resistance: 
s (D) -  dS(D), (S (O)=I )  (1) 
dD 
possibility of determining all critical parameters at any 
time. It is exemplified by DNA replication with its low 
but finite error rate, or on a more 'macroscopic' level 
of intracellular processes - by the random distribution of 
the chromosomal material of a parent cell to its daugh- 
ters. 
The probabilistic response of the cell has, by itself, moti- 
vated few mathematical descriptions or formal models 
because it is too complex, and too poorly understood. 
Quantitative radiobiology, however, had from its in- 
ception the ambitious aim of a quantitative descrip- 
tion 8, 10, 31, 46, and this necessitated a consideration ofall 
stochastic factors in the dose-response r lation 22-24 
When phages, viruses, and certain bacteria re exposed 
to x-rays, the active fraction decreases exponentially with 
dose which reflects the randomness of energy transfer, 
i.e., of hits which were presumed to be clusters of ioniza- 
tions or single ionizations 8' 10. The essential feature of 
the exponential relation s the inactivation of equal frac- 
tions of the surviving cells by equal dose increments: 
S (D) = exp ( -  c~ D), hence: 
dS(D) _d lnS(D)  
S (D) dD d D 
(2) 
S (D): fraction of cells that retain proliferative capacity 
after dose D 
s (D) dD: fraction of cells inactivated by the additional 
dose increment dD. 
Synchronization reduces one important source of varia- 
tions: the changing sensitivity throughout the cell cycle. 
But even a synchronized cell culture exhibits marked 
deviations from the simple threshold reaction, and this 
reflects, at least partly, an inherently stochastic reaction 
of the cell. This 'indeterminism' ay have its root in 
quantum mechanical uncertainties or in the practical im- 
Here, e is the slope of the resulting straight line in the 
familiar semilogarithmic representation; it equals the fre- 
quency of inactivating events (lethal lesions) per unit 
dose. The constant value of e implies that the inactiva- 
tion of the cell is not a cumulative process, but a result of 
single random events of energy absorption. 
The ideas of target theory were substantiated in various 
studies of inactivation of enzymes or viruses, i.e., of 
macromolecular systems without repair 39. This motivat- 
ed attempts to explain sigmoid survival curves for higher 
cells in terms of accumulated acts of energy deposition. 
The resulting models account crudely for the statistics of 
energy absorption, but disregard other random factors. 
14 Experientia 45 (1989), Birkh/iuser Verlag, CH-4010 Basel 
They need to be compared to alternative models, and 
particularly to those that account for repair and misre- 
pair .  The comparison will be facilitated by general con- 
cepts which are considered next. 
1.2 Mean and coefficient of variance 
S (D) is the probabil ity of a cell to retain its proliferative 
ability. It can be seen as probabil ity distribution of the 
inactivation dose. The probabil ity density is s (D), 
The notion of the inactivation dose as a random variable 
is not entirely trivial, since one cannot determine the 
value of the variable for an individual cell. However, this 
does not lessen the applicabil ity and utility of the con- 
cept. The most fundamental parameters of a probabil i ty 
distribution are its moments, and in particular the two 
first moments, in the form of the mean g); and the vari- 
ance, cr 2, of the inactivation dose 23, 32, 33: 
= i 'D s (D)dD = IS (D)dD 
(3) 
~2 = ~ _ I)? = 2 j" D S (D)dD - D2 
A related dimensionless parameter is the coefficient of 
variance. It measures the deviation of a dose-effect rela- 
tion from a step function: 
g = 0"2/]~) 2 (4) 
For  an exponential relation V equals unity; for sigmoid 
survival curves it has smaller values. Figure 1 exemplifies 
this for a mammal ian cell line in different phases of its 
cycle. 
If  two survival curves differ by a dose modifying factor, 
the mean inactivation doses, D, will exhibit his ratio, but 
the values of V will be equal. The parameters IS)and V are 
of especial value, when survival curves for different cell 
lines need to be compared and when they exhibit differ- 
ences that are not commensurable in terms of conven- 
tional parameters 37. 
The variance a 2, represents the joint influence of all ran- 
dom factors that co-determine the survival curve, includ- 
ing biological variability, stochastic reaction of the cell, 
and randomness of energy transfer. A synchronized pop- 
ulation, for example in S phase where the shoulder tends 
to be largest (see fig. 1), can therefore have an apprecia- 
bly smaller coefficient of variance, V, than an unsynchro- 
nized population. Similar considerations apply to dense- 
ly ionizing radiations; as seen in figure 2, one obtains not 
only enhanced effectiveness, i.e., smaller values of D, but 
due to the larger fluctuations of energy deposition also 
larger values of V. 
In spite of the marked dependence on radiation quality it 
would be wrong to model a sigmoid survival curve mere- 
ly in terms of the statistics of energy deposition in certain 
assumed target structures. A substantial part  of the ob- 
served variance of the inactivation dose can reflect statis- 
tical factors other than energy deposition, and this must 
be taken into account in any quantitative treatment. 
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Figure 1. Survival of V-79 Chinese hamster cells exposed to x-rays in 
different phases of the cell cycle 34 
The dependencies, S (D), in the upper panel are those derived by Sinclair 
and Morton. Data points cannot be inserted because the depend ncies 
incorporate substantial corrections for cell multiplicity. The correspond- 
ing reactivities, i.e. slopes (see subsection 1.3), are plotted in the lower 
panel. The assessment of error ranges would be difficult, but it isplausible 
that linear dependences ~ (D) (see Eq (6)) are also consistent with the da a 
(see figs 3 and 4). 
1 : Late S-phase, 13 = 4.40 Gy, V = 0.52 
2: Early S-phase, 13 = 2.96 Gy, V = 0.59 
3: Gl-phase, 13 = 2.09 Gy, V = 0.73 
4: G2-phase, 13 = 1.52 Gy, V = 0.83 
(broken lines: Mitosis, 13 = 1.32 Gy, V = 1) 
1.3 The reactivity and the conventional parameters 
Mean and variance are g!obal parameters that represent 
the cellular reaction over the ntire dose range. However, 
in considerations on mechanisms one is often interested 
in a restricted range of doses and therefore uses conven- 
tional parameters 11, 25. The two principal ones are the 
reciprocals, D 1 and Do, of the initial and the final slope 
of the (semi-logarithmic) survival curve. It is evident hat 
D o need not exist, and that its presumed value can be 
considerably uncertain. Two further, related parameters 
are the values where the assumed asymptotic tangent 
intersects the ordinate and the abscissa. They are termed 
extrapolation umber, n, and shoulder width, Dq, and 
are subject to the same restrictions, but are frequently 
quoted, since they are readily, if loosely, estimated by 
visual inspection of the survival curve. 
Figure 3 demonstrates, in terms of the survival curve for 
V-79 cells in late S-phase, that two response functions 
may seem to be equal with regard to the conventional 
parameters, while they are, in fact, substantially differ- 
ent. The difference is brought out by the parameters 13 
and V, and it is accentuated in figure 4 by a linear repre- 
sentation which is instructive although it is, by mere 
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Figure 2. Survival curves for the human kidney cell line T-I exposed to 
x-rays and to helium ions of varying LET (2). 
The dependencies, S (D), in the upper panel are those given by Barendsen. 
The corresponding values of the reactivity are given in the lower panel. 
Linear dependencies ct (D) (see Eq (6)) would also be consistent with the 
data. 
1 : x-rays (250 kVp), IT) = 2.78 Gy, V = 0.54 
2: LET = 25 keV/p.m, 1~ - 1.63 Gy, V = 0.69 
3: LET - 61 keV/ktm, I) - 1.00 Gy, V - 0.76 
4: LET - 85 keV/l~m, 1~ = 0.64 Gy, V = 1 
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Figure 3. The dependence for late S-phase from Fig. 1 approximated by
a linear-quadratic relation (solid lines, Eq (6), a = 0.11/Gy, b = 0.017/ 
Gy2; 17) = 4.47 Gy, V = 0.50). 
The parameters D o and n do not exist, but values inferred from the 
terminal part of the curve would equal those of the broken curve. 
The multi-target equation (broken lines, modified Eq (9), c~ = 0.11/Gy, 
b - 0.66/Gy, n = 480; l~ = 6.08 Gy, V = 0.38) has the same apparent 
conventional parameters, but differs substantially and is not consistent 
with the data. 
convent ion ,  ent i re ly  uncommon in ce l l - i r rad ia t ion  s tud-  
ies. 
The  s lope in the semi - logar i thmic  d iagram is the cent ra l  
not ion  in mode ls  that  seek to exp la in  the  s igmoid  surv ival  
curve  in te rms o f  a dose  dependent  reduct ion  o f  repa i r  
ef f ic iency.  Because  o f  its impor tance  the quant i ty  is p lot -  
ted in this art ic le together  w i th  all surv iva l  curves.  
Hug 22, 23 has  in t roduced  the te rm ' react iv i ty ' ,  wh ich  is 
here  used  w i th  the notat ion  ~ (D) :  
(D)  - d InS (D)  (5)  
dD 
As s tated earl ier ,  ~ (D) may be cons idered  as  the rate o f  
inact ivat ing  les ions per  un i t  inc rement  o f  dose.  But  this 
need not  be taken  too  l i teral ly,  s ince loss o f  p ro l i fe ra t ive  
abi l i ty cou ld  inc lude a gradua l  loss o f  stabi l i ty  that  en-  
hances  spontaneous  fai lure rates by a mul t ip l i c i ty  o f  de-  
fects.  Such  gradua l  change is ind icated  by a l tered  kar io -  
gra ins  even in surv iv ing  i r rad ia ted  cells. 
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Figure 4. Linear representation a alogous to figure 3. 
l nS (D)= aD-bD 2 hence:~(D) a+2bD,  (6) 
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and the more general relation which has been postulated 
(see Haynes 17, Hug and Kellerer 22, 23) to account for an 
exponential loss of compensation or repair ability with 
increasing dose: 
(D) = a + 2 b (1 - exp ( -  cD)), 
C 
InS(D)=- + I )+7 
1 
0,1 
0.01 
10 -3  
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The 'hockey-stick' curve in figure 3 with its step-like 
increase of the reactivity can be readily distinguished 
from the observed trend of the data. But one would 
require fairly accurate xperimental data to distinguish 
the linear increase of the reactivity which corresponds to 
the linear-quadratic survival curve 
1.0  . . . . . . . . . .  . .,,,, - 9 . 
0.0 
The coefficients are here written in such a form that 
Eq (7) agrees with Eq (6) for  c = 0. Eq (7) replaces the 
unlimited increase of ~ (D) by convergence towards an 
asymptotic value. The resulting expression is somewhat 
awkward, but the concept is simple and can be readily 
appreciated from the example in figure 5. 
It is understandable that an equilibrium value of ~ (D) 
should be reached under the usual condition where a 
dose dependence is determined with constant dose rate, 
i.e. with exposure times proportional to dose. The set of 
curves in figure 5 is, indeed, representative of survival 
curves obtained with different constant dose rates 4,16. It 
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Figure 5. Survival rates, S (D), and corresponding reactivities, ~ (D), ac- 
cording to Eqs (6) and (7) with a = 0.11/Gy and b = 0.035/Gy 2.
The parameters c are noted in the diagram; c = 0 corresponds to Eq (6), 
i.e. the linear-quadratic relation. 
The set of curves i  consistent with survival curves obtained at different 
constant dose rates; 
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Figure 6. A superposition f two linear-quadratic relations (broken 
lines) which results in a seemingly exponential t il, i.e. a plateau ofthe 
reactivity, of the dose dependence forthe mixed population (solid lines). 
is less certain whether Eq(7) - rather than the simple 
linear-quadratic dependence - needs tO be invoked for 
instantaneous exposures or dose dependencies obtained 
with fixed exposure time (see also Kellerer and Rossi 34). 
Survival curves often appear to have an exponential tail, 
but this could be an artefact. In experiments one deals 
with imperfectly synchronized or therwise different cells 
and the resulting superposition is correctly judged in a 
linear plot of the survival curve. The diagram of In S (D), 
however, can be misleading because it distorts the super- 
position. The overall reactivity, i.e. slope, is the average 
of the reactivities only at low doses; at high doses it can 
be substantially smaller than the average for the subpop- 
ulations and it tends then towards the minimum reactiv- 
ity within the entire population; figure 6 illustrates the 
situation in terms of a simple example of only two sub- 
populations. Asymptotic values of ~ (D) must, accord- 
ingly, be judged with caution; they may represent a mi- 
nor, comparatively insensitive subpopulation of  cells. 
Disregard of this unavoidable bias may generate the per- 
haps mistaken conclusion that survival curves of mam- 
malian cells are always exponential at high doses. 
2 Models and equations 
Even without an inquiry into models one can catalogue 
certain main ideas. The resulting incompleteness may be 
more apparent then real, since equivalent postulates are 
frequently expressed in terminologies and equations that 
differ widely in form but not in substance. 
A multiplicity of models are concerned with the sigmoid 
survival curve for sparsely ionizing radiations, the oxy- 
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gen enhancement ratio (OER), the disappearance of the 
non-linear component at reduced dose rates (time fac- 
tor), and the enhanced relative biological effectiveness 
(RBE) of densely ionizing radiations. Only the survival 
curve will be addressed here, but there are implications 
for related problems. All models have in common the 
notion of damage accumulation that causes the non- 
linear dose dependencies. The accumulation could be 
one of lesions that need to reach a critical level, but such 
a threshold assumption has little factual support. It 
is more commonly assumed that lesions interact pair- 
wise 6, 9, 13,15, 30, 34, 47, ~t-8, and the multitude of mecha- 
nisms which have been envisaged have in common the 
fact that the interaction results when the spatial proxim- 
ity of lesions interferes with regular repair and causes 
misrepair. Alternatively, lesions could interfere indirect- 
ly; they might be less rapidly repaired when their abun- 
dance exceeds the capacity of repair, and this may result 
in a higher rate of fixation a4, 3s. A further concept refers 
not to the direct or indirect interaction of lesions, but 
explains the shoulder of the dose effect relation in terms 
of radiation damage to a repair capacity ~' 17, 22, 44 
2.1 Target-theory equations 
The multi-hit and the multi-target equations ~0, 46 repre- 
sent the general notion that random acts of energy depo- 
sition accumulate l sions up to a critical threshold. As- 
suming identical and statistically independent hit events 
in presumed identical targets one can utilize the Poisson 
formula for the probability of i events at an expected 
frequency bD. Postulating a critical threshold of N 
events one obtains the multi-hit equation: 
N-1  N-1  
S(D)= 52 p( i )=  52 exp ( -bD) .  (bD)~/i! (8) 
i=0  i=O 
Another target-theory equation has found wider applica- 
tion for the representation f survival curves because of 
its greater simplicity and the fact that it exhibits finite 
values n or Dq (see subsection 1.3). 
The multi-target equation corresponds to the postulate 
of n presumed equal targets that need to be eliminated by 
individual random events for loss of viability of the cell. 
The resulting survival relation is: 
S (D) = 1 - (1 - exp ( -  bD))" (9) 
where b is the frequency of events per target per unit 
dose. Both Eqs (8) and (9) have initial slope c~ (0) = 0 and 
asymptotic slope b. Only Eq (9) has a finite extrapolation 
number, n. 
To account for the generally observed initial slope of 
survival curves, it is customary to include in Eq (9) the 
additional exponential factor exp (-c~D). The resulting 
equation with 3 parameters can fit many survival curves; 
but the simpler linear-quadratic relation (or its extension 
Eq (7)) is usually more suitable (see, for example, figs 3 
and 4). 
17 
The target-theory equations are special cases of a general 
scheme of linear Markov processes 23, 32, and the more 
general treatment has led to statements hat can replace 
certain conjectures of target heory. For example, it has 
been shown that the coefficient of variance, V, can never 
be less than the inverse of the postulated, number, N, of 
random events in a model. Equality applies only in the 
case of Eq(8). The hit number, l/V, associated with a 
dose dependence is thus merely a lower bound for the 
number of random steps which may, in reality, be far 
larger. 
Equations (8) or (9) have, inspite of their familiarity, litt!e 
importance, since the associated models are too crude. 
The randomness of energy deposition is merely one fac- 
tor in a sigmoid survival curve, and even this factor is 
inadequately described in the target-theory models. The 
most striking feature in microdosimetry 27, 29, 4.0, 4i is the 
highly variable magnitude of energy depositions by 
charged particles in microscopic and submicroscopic 
sites, and no model of cellular radiation effects can be 
valid that disregards these variations. 
2.2 Lesion interaction, misrepair, and reduced repair 
efficiency 
Lesions may be produced at a rate k per unit dose, and 
may be repaired with probability p. One obtains, then, 
proportionality between the number of lesions and ab- 
sorbed dose and an exponential survival relation: 
lnS(D)=-aD,  w i tha=k(1-p)  (10) 
However, some repair mechanisms will tend to fail when 
lesions occur in close proximity, for example, if excision 
repair extends over a region with two opposing strand 
breaks to cause a double strand break, or if two chromo- 
some breaks occur in sufficient proximity to induce mis- 
repair and consequent aberrations. The probability of 
regular repair may then decline exponentially with the 
concentration of lesions and, therefore, with dose. The 
resulting relation is identical with Eq (7) in section 1.3 
(see fig. 5): 
c~(D) = k(1 - p(D)) = k(1 - p.  exp ( -cD) )  (11) 
For small values of c one obtains the linear-quadratic 
relation: 
ckp  
c~(D) = a + bD, with a = k(1 - p) and b =-~-  (12) 
One can call this, with equal justification, a lesion-inter- 
action or a misrepair model. 
Other possibilities have been considered and may, in view 
of experimental observations, be equally likely. With in- 
creasing concentration of lesions there could be an over- 
load of repair capacity with decreasing chance of a lesion 
to be repaired before fixation. A suitable quantitative 
description could again be Eq (11), and this means that 
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the different possible mechanisms cannot be inferred or 
rejected on the basis of dose-effect relations alone. 
A further but largely equivalent notion is that of deple- 
tion of a repair system, tentatively termed O repair 1,45. 
For this process, too, one could assume an exponential 
decrease of repair efficiency with dose and, again, one 
would expect dependencies such as Eqs (11) or (12). 
Actual dependencies would, of course, have to relate also 
to microdosimetric parameters which determine, for dif- 
ferent radiations, the spatial proximity of lesions. If re- 
pair overload were to apply, one would have to examine 
the spatial constraints of this process, and similarly one 
would have to ask whether an assumed epletion of a 
repair system is localized or disperse. At present hese 
models are still too tentative to permit a quantitative 
microdosimetric formulation which could render them 
verifiable or falsifiable. 
One observes generally, and this is an essential conclu- 
sion, that survival curves alone do not permit discrimina- 
tion between the various modes of lesions interaction, 
repair overload, or damage to the repair systems. To 
support such discrimination by fitting survival curves 
would be formalism; answers need to be provided by 
experiments specifically designed to identify molecular 
mechanisms. 
3 Microdosimetric considerations 
Random energy absorption in the cell has long been the 
central topic of radiation biology. The historical develop- 
ment led from the merely heuristic target-theory models 
to Lea's analyses in terms of linear energy transfer and 
track structure 36, and to the concepts and methods of 
microdosimetry conceived by Rossi 27, 29, 40, 41. These 
developments and their attempted use towards the identi- 
fication of DNA lesions and their repair, misrepair, and 
fixation is beyond the scope of this survey. But some 
essentials will be noted. 
3.1 Event frequencies and the linear dependence at low 
doses 
The principal tenet of microdosimetry is - in spite of its 
name - that dose cannot and need not be measured in 
microscopic regions. Cellular effects are determined by 
actual energy concentration, i.e. by the specific ener- 
gy z6, 27, and this can differ substantially from the ab- 
sorbed dose which is merely a statistical mean value. To 
understand the role of microdosimetry one needs to con- 
sider the general magnitude of the fluctuations of specific 
energy. 
If a mammalian cell is exposed to an absorbed ose of 
1 Gy of x-rays, its nucleus (assumed to be of 5 gm diame- 
ter) is traversed by roughly 2000 energetic electrons. On 
the level of the entire nucleus one can then disregard the 
fluctuations of energy absorption. When the same cell is 
exposed to the much more effective dose of I Gy of en- 
ergetic neutrons, its nucleus may be traversed by only 5 
or 10 densely ionizing recoil protons and the specific 
energy can then differ substantially from the absorbed 
dose. 
The knowledge of event frequencies permits implecon- 
clusions of great generality and of considerable impor- 
tance to radiation protection. If the cell nucleus experi- 
ences on the average only one event per 0.1 or 0.2 Gy, 
one must disregard the probability of multiple events at 
the substantially smaller doses that are of interest o 
radiation protection. The absorbed dose determines, 
therefore, merely the number of cells that experience one 
particle traversal. The energy deposition in one of these 
cells and the probability for resulting damage, such as 
loss of viability, chromosome aberrations, or mutations, 
is dependent merely on the type and energy of the ioniz- 
ing particle and not on dose. It follows that cellular 
effects are proportional at low doses to the number of 
traversed cells and, therefore, to dose. The condition is 
evident for densely ionizing radiations, but it applies, at 
small doses of fractions of a mSv, with equal certainty 
also to sparsely ionizing radiations. 
The conclusion has broad implications because it re- 
moves the possibility of a threshold for genetic damage 
produced by ionizing radiation. For radiation carcino- 
genesis it makes the absence of a threshold at least likely, 
because somatic mutations are the initiating steps that 
may, although with small probability, lead to a tumor. 
Non-linearities could arise if this small probability of a 
transformed cell to break through control and defence 
mechanisms were also dependent on dose; but this may 
be unlikely at small doses. With essentially the same 
arguments one concludes that there can be no depen- 
dence on dose rate at small doses where one deals merely 
with single hits in individual cells. This, too, is of partic- 
ular relevance to radiation protection where one cannot 
assume a continued ecrease of effectiveness atdecreas- 
ing dose rate. 
Dose dependencies for cell survival, for mutations, chro- 
mosome aberrations, or cell transformations suggest that 
proportionality to dose and absence of a time factor 
apply even at substantially higher doses, of fractions of 
a Gray, of sparsely ionizing radiations, and the mi- 
crodosimetric arguments that refer to much smaller dos- 
es may, therefore, appear somewhat academic. 
There have, however, been striking observations that 
suggest unexpected complexities even at low doses. An 
adaptive response - an enhanced resistance to the induc- 
tion of chromosome breaks was seen after human 
lymphocytes were exposed to 5-100mGy of sparsely 
ionizing radiation 5o. A substantial increase of transfor- 
mation rates was seen with neutrons 19'2~ but not 
with e-rays 18, when small doses were protracted over 
one to several hours. Such unresolved observations high- 
light the value of microdosimetric conclusions that re- 
main unaffected by the complexity of cellular processes. 
The conclusions are essential, although they refer only to 
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very small doses of sparsely ionizing radiations. In radia- 
tion protection one is concerned with the possible ffects 
even of minute doses to large populations, and linearity 
of the dose dependence and absence of an influence of 
dose rate are then important. 
3.2 Threshold models' in terms of microdosimetry 
In analogy to target heory, threshold models have been 
formulated also in terms ofmicrodosimetry. The simplest 
postulate is that of a critical threshold of specific energy 
in the entire nucleus of the cell. However, the high event 
frequency for sparsely ionizing radiation makes it clear 
that this would lead almost to step functions, i.e. to 
values V (see section 1.2) that are far less than those of 
observed survival curves or other dose dependencies. To 
preserve the notion of a threshold, a smaller sensitive site 
has been invoked, but this conflicts with the known dis- 
tribution of the sensitive target, DNA, throughout the 
cell nucleus. Simple threshold models in terms of mi- 
crodosimetry must therefore be rejected. 
A modified approach 5 takes account of the stochastic 
reaction of the cell and attempts to unfold the fluctua- 
tions of 'cell dose', i.e. specific energy in the nucleus, from 
the observed ose dependence to obtain a response func- 
tion in terms of specific energy. However, the same objec- 
tions apply: For the entire nucleus the fluctuations are 
irrelevant, at least for sparsely ionizing radiations, and 
the assumption of a smaller reference region conflicts 
with the known distribution of DNA. 
A less ambitious approach can lead further. Studies with 
soft x-rays, i.e., short-ranged electrons ~4, 48, and investi- 
gations with spatially correlated ions 42'43 have shown 
that lesions are formed with enhanced frequency by in- 
creased energy concentrations on the nanometer scale. 
Disregarding the unresolved problem of the sigmoid de- 
pendence at higher doses one can then examine initial 
slopes of the dose dependencies obtained with different 
types of ionizing radiations. For a multiplicity of cylin- 
drical target structures rough approximations of DNA 
simulation studies were then utilized to determine as- 
sumed energy thresholds that would be reached with 
probabilities by the different radiations that parallel the 
observed ata ~4 The uncertain target geometry and the 
unlikely threshold assumption may make the results hy- 
pothetical, but the hypotheses can motivate, and have 
motivated, further studies. 
3.3 The second order process and the linear-quadratic 
relation 
The multiplicity of parameters in the possible models 
makes it desirable to ask for the simplest common de- 
nominator, and this may be the treatment of a second 
order process in radiation action. 
Essential concepts, but even important details, were for- 
mulated by Lea 36. He assumed that pairs of lesions, for 
example chromosome breaks, could interact to damage 
the cell. The yield of lesions would then be proportional 
to the square of the concentration of lesions. Radiation, 
unlike chemical toxins, produces highly unhomogeneous 
microscopic oncentrations of energy, of free radicals, 
and of resulting lesions. Even when the dose is reduced, 
the local concentrations remain high around the tracks of 
individual charged particles, and this leads to a linear 
intra-track component in the dose relation which is pro- 
portional to ionization density and is superimposed on 
the quadratic inter-track component. The resulting lin- 
ear-quadratic dose dependence is the most common re- 
presentation of dose-effect relations. 
Microdosimetric data have simplified the argumentation 
without changing its essentials 34'35. The ratio of the 
linear to the quadratic oefficient has the dimension of a 
specific energy and it is determined by the mean energy 
produced by a single charged particle within a region 
over which damage can interact. These concentrations 
can be far higher for densely ionizing than for sparsely 
ionizing radiations, and this explains the high relative 
biological effectiveness of densely ionizing radiations at 
small doses. 
Rossi has emphasized that the cellular lesions may be the 
result of a second order process, i.e. of dual action, but 
that manifest effects on the cell or tissue level need not 
exhibit the linear-quadratic dose dependence. However, 
the added complexities cancel, when the effects of two 
types of radiations are compared, and this has been sup- 
ported by various studies of the increase of the RBE of 
neutrons with decreasing dose 34, 35. This type of analysis 
has been applied to such diverse effects as chromosome 
aberrations, radiation cataracts, or radiation induced 
neoplasms. 
The implicit use of the linear-quadratic dose dependence 
is equally important in the determination of iso-effect 
doses in fractionated radiotherapy where the linear- 
quadratic dose dependence has been variously em- 
ployed 3, 12.49; the familiar Ellis formula can be extend- 
ed 28 in its range of validity by this relation. General 
parameters of the survival curve, as treated in section 1.2, 
have been utilized for the estimation of organ dependent 
parameters that are required in this context 37 
The identification of specific molecular mechanisms has 
had less tangible results. From the sigmoid dose depen- 
dencies for cell survival, but also for chromosome aberra- 
tions, damage accumulation over the order of one mi- 
crometer has been inferred. The studies with soft x-rays 
and with correlated heavy ions have demonstrated sub- 
stantially enhanced interaction probabilities in the 
nanometer range, and this has been combined with the 
assumption of interdependence over longer range, but 
with greatly reduced probabilities, to explain the shoul- 
der of the dose dependence. The tool for this type of 
analysis 3s, 51, 52 is the proximity function 31 which mea- 
sures spatial correlations of energy transfers in charged 
particle tracks. The function is utilized to compute the 
yields of a second order process with distance dependent 
reaction probabilities, and it defines the linear compo- 
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nent in the linear-quadratic dependence as a distance-av- 
eraged measure of energy concentrations, due to individ- 
ual charged particles. 
The general treatment of a second order process is more 
flexible than earlier microdosimetric formulations, but it 
is also less falsifiable because it admits of a variety of 
interpretations, including lesion interaction by misrepair, 
repair overload, or damage to a repair system. Added 
studies will be required to investigate the parameters that 
influence - and might influence differently 7 _ the linear 
and the quadratic omponent of the dose relation, and 
can thus help to identify the nature of the interdepen- 
dence of energy transfers on the nanometer and on the 
micrometer scale. The treatment is, in fact, a necessary 
tool rather than a model. 
Acknowledgement. This article was written ten years after the untimely 
death of Otto Hug, and it could not have been written without an account 
of his ideas on the interplay of random factors in the dose-effect relation 
or without fond and grateful memory of his exceptional personality. 
I am indebted to my colleague, Dr. Joachim Breckow, for his critical 
review of the manuscript. Part of the underlying research as been sup- 
ported by Euratom Contract B1-6-0013-D (B). 
1 Alper, T., and Cramp, W.A., The role of repair in radiobiology, 
Experientia 45 (1989) 21-33. 
2 Barendsen, G. W., Responses of cultured cells, turnouts and normal 
tissues to radiations of different linear energy transfer. Curr. Top. 
Radiat. Res 4 (1968) 293-353. 
3 Barendsen, G. W., Dose fractionation, dose rate and iso-effect rela- 
tionships for normal tissue responses. Int. J. Radiat. Oncol. Biol. 
Phys. 8 (1982) 1981-1997. 
4 Bedford, J. S., The influence of proliferative status on responses to 
fractionated and low dose-rate irradiation, in: Radiation Research, 
Proc. 8th Intern. Congress of Radiat. Res. 2, pp. 461-467. Eds E. M. 
Fielden, J. F. Fowler, J. H. Hendry and D. Scott. Taylor&Francis, 
London 1987. 
5 Bond, V. P., and Varma, M. N., A stochastic, weighted hit size theory 
of cellular radiobiological action, in: Proc. 8th Syrup. on Micro- 
dosimetry, pp. 4123-437. Eds J. Booz and H. G. Ebert. EUR 8395, 
Luxembourg 1983. 
6 Chadwick, K. H., and Leenhouts, H. P., The Molecular Theory of 
Radiation Biology. Springer Verlag, Berlin/Heidelberg/New York 1981. 
7 Chapman, J. D., Doern, S. D., Reuvers, A. P., Gillespie, C. J., Chat- 
terjee, A., Blakely, E. A., Smith, K. C., and Tobias, C. A., Radiopro- 
tection by DMSO of mammalian cells exposed to X-rays and to heavy 
charged-particle b ams. Radiat. Envir. Biophys. 16 (1979) 29-41. 
8 Crowther, J. A., Some considerations relative to the action of X-rays 
on tissue cells. Proc. Roy. Soc. (London) B96 (1924) 207. 
9 Curtis, S. B., Lethal and potentially lethal lesions induced by radia- 
tion - A unified repair model. Radiat. Res. 106 (1986) 252-270. 
10 Dessauer, F., Ober einige Wirkungen von Strahlen. Z. Physik 12 
(1923) 38-47. 
11 Elkind, M. M., and Whitmore, G., The Radiobiology of Cultured 
Mammalian Cells. Gordon and Breach, London 1967. 
12 Fowler, J., Fractionated radiation therapy after strandquist. Acta 
radiobiol, oncol. 23 (1984) 209-216. 
13 Frankenberg-Schwager, M., Frankenberg, D., and Harbich, R., Ex- 
ponential or shouldered survival curves result from repair of DNA 
double-strand breaks depending on postirradiation conditions. Radi- 
at. Res. 114 (1988) 54-63. 
14 Goodhead, D.T., Saturable repair models of radiation action in 
mammalian cells. Radiat. Res. 104 (1985) S 58-$67. 
15 Giinther, K., and Schulz, W., Biophysical Theory of Radiation Ac- 
tion. Akademie Verlag, Berlin 1983. 
16 Hall, E. J., Radiation dose-rate: A factor of importance in radiobiol- 
ogy and radiotherapy. Br. J. Radiol. 45 (1972) 81-97. 
17 Haynes, R. H., Molecular localization of radiation damage relevant 
to bacterial inactivation, in: Physical Processes in Radiation Biology, 
pp. 51-78. Eds L. Augenstein, R. Mason and B. Rosenberg. Aca- 
demic Press, New York 1964. 
Renews 
18 Hieber, L., Ponsel, G., Rots, H., Fenn, S., Fromke, E., and Kellerer, 
A. M., Absence of a dose-rate ffect in the transformation f C3H 
10T1/2 cells by c~-particles. Int~ J. Radiat. Biol. 52 (1987) 859- 
869. 
19 Hill, C. K., Buonoguro, F. M., Myers, C. P., Han, A., and Elkind, 
M. M., Fission-spectrum neutrons at reduced ose rates enhance neo- 
plastic transformation. Nature 298 (1982) 67-69. 
20 Hill, C. K., Han, A., and Elkind, M. M., Fission-spectrum neutrons 
at low dose rate enhance neoplastic transformation in the linear, low 
dose region (0-10 cGy). Int. J. Radiat. Biol. 46 (1984) 11-15. 
21 Hill, C. K., Carries, B. A., Han, A., and Elkind, M. M., Neoplastic 
transformation is enhanced by multiple low doses of fission-spectrum 
neutrons. Radiat. Res. 102 (1985) 404-410. 
22 Hug, O., and Kellerer, A. M., Zur Interpretation der Dosiswirkungs- 
beziehungen i  der Strahlenbiologie. Biophysik 1 (1963) 20-32. 
23 Hug, O., and Kellerer, A.M., Stochastik tier Strahlenwirkung. 
Springer-Ver!ag, Berlin/Heidelberg/New York 1966. 
24 Hug, O., and Kellerer, A. M., The stochastics ofradiation effects, in: 
Biophysical Aspects of Radiation Quality, pp. 114-127. Techn. Rep. 
Ser. No. 58, IAEA, Vienna 1966. 
25 ICRU Report 30, Quantitative Concepts and Dosimetry in Radiobi- 
ology. Internat. Commission on Radiation Units and Measurements, 
Washington, D.C. 1979. 
26 ICRU Report 33, Radiation Quantities and Units. Internat. Commis- 
sion on Radiation Units and Measurements, Washington, D.C. 1980. 
27 ICRU Report 36, Microdosimetry. Internat. Commission on Radia- 
tion Units and Measurements, Bethesda, Maryland 1983. 
28 Kellerer, A. M., Verallgemeinerung des NSD-Konzeptes auf Multi- 
fraktionierung, sowie intravit~re und interstitielle Therapie. Med. 
Physik, pp. 97-108. Ed. Th. Schmidt. Dtsch. Ges. f. Med Physik, 
Klinikum Niirnberg 1984. 
29 Kellerer, A. M., Fundamentals of microdosimetry, in:The Dosimetry 
of Ionizing Radiation, vol. 1, pp. 77-162. Eds K. R. Kase and B. E. 
Bjfirngard. Academic Press, New York 1985. 
30 Kellerer, A. M., Models of cellular radiation action, in: Kinetics of 
Nonhomogeneous Processes, pp. 305 375. Ed. Gordon R. Freeman. 
John Wiley & Sons, New York 1987. 
31 Kellerer, A. M., and Chmelevsky, D., Concepts of microdosimetry. 
III. Mean values of the microdosimetric distributions. Radiat. Envi- 
ron. Biophys. 12 (1975) 321 335. 
32 Kellerer, A. M., and Hug, O., Zur Kinetik der Strahlenwirkung. Bio- 
physik 1 (1963) 33-50. 
33 Kellerer, A. M., and Hug, O., Random factors in the survival curve, 
in: Advances in Biological and Medical Physics 12, pp. 353-366. Ed. 
J. H. Lawrence. Academic Press, New York 1968. 
34 Kellerer, A. M., and Rossi, H. H., The theory of dual radiation ac- 
tion. Curr. Top. Radiat. Res. Q. 8 (1972) 85 158. 
35 Kellerer, A. M., and Rossi, H. H., Biophysical Aspects of Radiation 
Carcinogenesis. Cancer 1, 2nd ed., pp. 569-616. Ed. F.F.'Becker. 
Plenum Press, New York 1982. 
36 Lea, D. E., Action of Radiations on Living Cells, 2rid ed. Cambridge 
University Press, London 1955. 
37 Malaise, E. P., Fertil, B., Chavaudra, N., and Guichard, M., Distri- 
bution of radiation sensitivities for human tumor cells of specific 
histological types: Comparison of in vitro to in vivo data. Int. J. 
Radiat. Oncol. Biol. Phys. 12 (1986) 617-624. 
38 Pohlit, W., and Heyder, I. R., The shape of dose-survivalcurves for 
mammalian cells and repair of potentially lethal damage analyzed by 
hypertonic treatment. Radiat. Res. 87 (1981) 613-634. 
39 Pollard, E. C., The action of ionizing radiation on virus. Virus Res. 11 
(1954) 109. 
40 Rossi, H. H., Energy distribution in the absorption of radiation, in: 
Advances in Biological and Medical Physics 11, pp. 27-85. Eds J. H. 
Lawrence and J. W. Gofman. Academic Press, New York/London 
1967. 
41 Rossi, H. H., Microscopic Energy Distribution in Irradiated Matter. 
Rad. Dosimetry 1, Fundamentals, pp. 43-92. Eds F. H. Attix and 
W. C. Roesch. Academic Press, New York 1968. 
42 Rossi, H.H., Biophysical studies with spatially correlated ions. 1. 
Background and theoretical considerations. Radiat. Res. 78 (1979) 
185-191. 
43 Rossi, H. H., Bird, R., Colvett, R. D., Kellerer, A. M., Rohrig, H., 
and Lam, Y.-M. P., The molecular ion experiment, in: Proc. 6th 
Syrup. on Microdosimetry II, pp. 937-947. Eds J. Booz and H. G. 
Ebert. Harwood Academic Publishers, London 1978. 
44 Sinclair, W. K., and Morton, R. A., X-ray sensitivity during the cell 
generation cycle of cultured Chinese hamster cells. Radiat. Res. 29 
(1966) 450 474. 
Reviews Experientia 45 (1989), Birkh/iuser Verlag, CH-4010 Basel/Switzerland 21 
45 Sinclair, W. K., Cell cycle dependence of the lethal radiation response 
in mammalian cells. Curr. Top. Radiat. Res. Q. 7 (1972) 264-285. 
46 Timofeeff-Ressowsky, N. V., and Zimmer, K. G., Das Trefferprinzip 
in der Biologie. Hirzel, Leipzig 1947. 
47 Tobias, C. A., Blakely, E. A., Ngo, F. Q. H., and Yang, T. C. H., The 
Repair-Misrepair Model of Cell Survival. Radiation Biology and 
Cancer Research, pp. 195-230. Eds R. Meyn and R. Withers. Raven 
Press, New York 1980. 
48 Virsik, R. P., Goodhead, D. T., Cox, R., Thacker, J., Sch/ifer, Ch., 
and Harder, D., Chromosome aberrations induced in human 
lymphocytes by ultrasoft AI~ and C K X-rays. Int. J. Radiat. Biol. 38 
(1980) 545 557. 
49 Withers, H., Thames, H., and Peters, L. A new isoeffect urve for 
change in dose per fraction. Radiother. Oneol. 1 (1983) 187 191. 
50 Wolff, S., Afzal, V, Wiencke, J. K., Olivieri, G., and Michaeli, A., 
Human lymphocytes xposed to low doses of ionizing radiations be- 
come refractory to high doses of radiation as well as to chemical 
mutagens that induce double-strand breaks in DNA. I t. J. Radiat. 
Biol. 53 (1988) 39-48. 
51 Zaider, M., and Brenner, D. J., The application f track calculations 
to radiobiology. III Analysis of the molecular beam experiment re-
suits. Radiat. Res. 100 (1984) 213-221. 
52 Zaider, M., and Rossi, H. H., Dual radiation action a d the initia~ 
slope of survival curves. Radiat_ Res. 104 (1985) S68- S 76. 
0014-4754/89/010013-0951.50 + 0.2 /0 
9 Birkhfiuser Verlag Basel, 1989 
The role of repair in radiobiology 
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Summary. Apart from cancer and mutation induction, radiobiological effects on mammals are mostly attributable 
to cell 'death', defined as loss of proliferative capacity. Survival curves relate r tention of that capacity to radiation 
dose, and often manifest a quasi-threshold ('shoulder'). 
The shoulder is attributable to an initial mechanism of repair ('Q-repair') which is gradually depleted as dose 
increases. Another form of repair, which is not depleted ('P-repair'), increases the dose required to deliver an average 
of one lethal event per cell (dose 'Do'). Neither form of repair can unambiguously be linked with repair of defects 
in isolated DNA. An important initial lesion may well be disruption of the complex structural relationship between 
the DNA, nuclear membrane and associated proteins. One form of P-repair may be restoration of that structural 
relationship. 
Key words. Repair; cell survival; fractionation; sublethal; potentially lethal; relative biological effectiveness (RBE); 
DNA breaks; DNA synthesis; P-repair; Q-repair. 
Introduction 
Before nuclear energy became available for both peaceful 
uses and weaponry, interest in the effects of ionizing 
radiation on man was centred on its use for medical 
diagnosis and for the treatment of disease - mainly can- 
cer. Attention had to be paid also to hazards of acciden- 
tal or unavoidable incidental exposure: for example, to 
radiologists and radiographers. Some radiobiologists 
and radiotherapists recognized that cancerous tumours 
regressed after irradiation because the malignant cells 
had lost their capacity o reproduce themselves; but con- 
current damage to the normal tissues of treated patients 
was not in those days regarded as the consequence of
randomly occurring events in individual cells. Studies on 
intracellular effects in organized tissues focussed on the 
induction of chromosomal berrations (plant cells, tissue 
cultures), and on the induction of heritable changes in 
germ cells, mainly in plants and the fruit-fly, Drosophila. 
After 1945, however, considerable effort was made in 
many countries to learn in general about radiation effects 
on mammals, for the most part laboratory animals, with 
the object of extrapolating to man. A good deal of atten- 
tion was initially devoted to 'LD 50" doses, i.e. those 
necessary to kill 50 % of an animal population within a 
certain time. A voluminous literature accumulated on 
biochemical and physiological effects of irradiation. Be- 
cause death was thought o be attributable to complex 
changes in metabolism, consequent on irradiation. But 
an experiment by Quastler 33, conceived in very simple 
terms, demonstrated that there were basically three 
modes of death, depending on the dose range. The 
lowest range, 4 -6  grays for most mammalian species, 
killed 50% of the animals within 15-30 days. Death 
occurred at 4 -5  days after irradiation by doses in the 
range 10-100 grays; after greater exposures, death oc- 
curred within a few hours. 
It gradually emerged that the first two of these three 
modes of death depend on the loss of proliferative capac- 
ity by stem cells in tissues that require continual replen- 
ishment of functioning cells. This is the case with haemo- 
poietic' tissue and with the cells populating the surface of 
the villi in the intestinal tract. One of the most easily 
evident effects of radiation on cells of all classes is indeed 
